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OPA—The Indirect Attack 


The familiar Washington pattern of oblique at- 
tack promises to be repeated in Congressional action 
on re-enactment of the Emergency Price Control 
Act. No one suggests that OPA should be elimi- 
nated, or the Act not renewed, but if many of the 
proposed amendments are adopted price control 
would become a farce. 


Food Prices [Indications are that attempts will 
again be made to raise the ceilings on 
farm prices by requiring that farm labor costs be in- 
cluded in computing the parity price for farm prod- 
ucts. No ceiling price on a farm product can be set 
lower than the parity price. A drive is being made 
to raise the price of corn either by a separate act or 
by amendment to the price control bill. There will 
be proposals to remove the control of food and farm 
commodity prices from the jurisdiction of OPA. 
The food subsidy fight will be fought again, and 
the chances are that the opponents of food subsidies 
will win, although it is possible that some compro- 
mise may be worked out. The proponents of the 
subsidy program cannot be certain of a veto of a 
price control act that forbade the use of subsidies and 
may therefore try with more diligence to find a sat- 
isfactory compromise. 


Limitations and Another line of opposition will be 
Court Review to Jimit the extent of price control, 

exempting a number of categories 
of commodities. Argument has already been made 
that the law should be changed to require that prices 
be so set that all sellers of the commodity can make 
a profit instead of the present provision in the law 
that requires prices to be “generally fair and equi- 
table.” 

Changes will be proposed in regard to court re- 
view of OPA orders and regulations. Modifications 
may be in order, but some of the plans being ad- 
vanced would allow any of the approximately one 
hundred U. S. District Courts to throw out various 
and sundry OPA prices and regulations, which 
would result in a chaotic situation. 


Some favorable elements are: the very important 
fact that prices have been kept remarkably stable; 
OPA itself is in much less disfavor than it was a 
year ago and hearings were started by the Senate 
Committee on Banking and Currency which, on the 
whole, is more sympathetic to the idea of inflation 
control than is the equivalent House Committee. 
But, during the first week of hearings, with the 
exception of the first day, very few members of the 
Committee have attended and some have come in 
only to raise objections about a price on a given 
commodity of particular interest to their commu- 
nities, and then left. 


Hull’s Statement 
Ignores Current Moves 


Secretary Hull’s statements on foreign policy omit 
any reference to what we are doing now to achieve 
the broad objectives outlined. There can be little 
disagreement on the Secretary’s statements as ex- 
pressions of principles and broad aims. Objectives 
which, if reached, would assure our national security 
and foster the economic and social well-being of our 
people would indeed serve our national interests 
well. 

While defeating our enemies obviously must be 
the first and paramount aim of our foreign policy, it 
cannot be divorced from postwar objectives. Since 
Teheran there has been an ominous lull in the de- 
velopment of plans for postwar cooperation. Have 
relations among the Big Four deteriorated and if so 
why? There are some who believe that the close 
Anglo-American combine in Italy where Russia is 
“with but not of” them is the reason for the Soviet . 
recognition of Badoglio—that the Russians are wary 
of an internationalism that may be a “front” for 
U. S.-British control. That suspicions still exist 
among the leaders of the United Nations is obvious. 
Unless some country breaks through the ring of sus- 
picion with leadership that will win confidence we 
can not establish a firm foundation for postwar in- 
ternational collaboration. No nation is in a better 
position to take the lead than is the U. S. 


Mr. Hull’s objectives are unimpeachable but the 
country has a right to know whether we are trying 
to breathe life into them and if so, how. 


Conégress Takes Control © 
on UNRRA 


The Congress decided to use the “power of the 
purse” to control the management of UNRRA. The 
Congress enacted the joint resolution authorizing 
$1.35 billion appropriation as the U. S. share in sup- 
port of UNRRA, but with reservations. Legally, 
the Congress probably cannot in passing such an 
authorization bill require modification of an execu- 
tive agreement. Practically, when it makes such 
reservations, the President will have to follow them, 
or the Congress will not appropriate the money 
authorized in the joint resolution. 

Neither of the reservations attached by the Con- 
gress is probably seriously limiting. One was an 
attempt to limit more closely than the Agreement 
and the resolutions passed at the UNRRA confer- 
ence the definition of “rehabilitation.” Since the 
intent of UNRRA is to keep rehabilitation down to 
the minimum necessary to give effective relief, the 
reservation in fact only restates what is in the Agree- 
ment and resolutions. The other reservation may 
require approval of the other signatories to the 
Agreement, which should not be too difficult to 
secure. It forbids UNRRA to make contracts or 
commitments beyond the extent of the funds it has 
in hand at any given moment. This was done to 
make certain that the Congress would be left free 
to determine amounts of appropriations and would 


not find itself obligated to make appropriations to 
meet UNRRA commitments. 

These actions of the Congress are significant pri- 
marily because they indicate the intent of Congress 
to assure itself full participation in the development 
of U. S. foreign policy. They also illustrate the ex- 
treme difficulty this country has in the conduct of 
its foreign affairs because of divided responsibility 
between the Executive and the Congress which pre- 
vents the President from making any firm commit- 
ments to other countries. 


Patronage—A égain 


The Senate is expected to agree to the McKellar 
rider to the Independent Offices Appropriation bill 
requiring Senate confirmation of appointments to 
positions carrying $4500 or more salary. The rider 
applies to all government agencies and to all em- 
ployees in these salary brackets whether or not they 
were appointed under the Civil Service Act. It is 
permanent legislation, not just applicable to the 
appropriation to which it is attached. This is almost 
identical to the McKellar bill the Senate passed last 
year which has been languishing in the House Com- 
mittee on Civil Service. : 

Senator McKellar has been promoting this idea 
for years. In most instances the Senate has ac- 
cepted the riders but the House has refused to agree 
tothem. Recently the House has been weakening in 
its opposition, largely because it disapproves of the 
Administration and is inclined to be sympathetic 
to the idea of controlling administrative policies 
through Senate control of many thousands of po- 
sitions. . 
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